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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 29 
December 2009 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 
This is in response to the Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on 29 
December 2009 in which claims 1-11, 16-18 are currently pending. 

Information Disclosure Statement 
The references listed in the Information Disclosure Statement, filed on 09 
January 2009, have been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO-1449 form or 
PTO/SB/08A and 08B forms). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Claims 1-2, 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sundar et al. (PG Pub US 2003/01 34636 A1 hereafter Sundar) further in view of Camille 
etal. (US Patent No. 7,061,917 B1 hereafter Camille). 

Regarding claim 1, Sundar discloses a method for use in wireless 
communications (fig. 3). 
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establishing a bidirectional internet protocol (IP) link at a wireless 
transmit/receive unit (WTRU) to allow service operation parameter negotiation prior to 
network selection (IP link 304, fig. 3 and "the macro network 300 can send 502 
information regarding the detection or discovery process to the mobile station 310 on a 
successful network registration" [0068]); 

However, Sundar does not explicitly disclose transmitting a request for service 
level system information from the WTRU over the bidirectional IP link and receiving the 
requested service level system information over the bidirectional IP link. 

Nevertheless, Camille discloses "In order to request a specific service level 
specification, the service level requesting means SL_R_M of the personal computer 
DTE sends an Internet Protocol Control Protocol request towards the network access 
server DRE for assigning another service level for sending data... Subsequently the 
service level negotiating and proposing means SL_NP_M hands the propose over to the 
service level proposal sending means SLP_R_M that in its turn sends an Internet 
Protocol Control Protocol message that contains the relevant parameters of the propose 
for the service level to the service level propose receiving means SLP_R_M of the data 
transmitting element DTE which receives the Internet Protocol Control Protocol propose 
for the service level" (Camille column 4 lines 4-29). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to transmit a request for service level system 
information from the WTRU over the bidirectional IP link and receive the requested 
service level system information over the bidirectional IP link because of engineering 
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design choice and because "the service level specification negotiation and the 
adaptation is performed in a more efficient way" (Camille column 1 lines 40-42). 

Regarding claim 2, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 1). However, Sundar does not explicitly disclose the request 
comprises a specific configuration, and the requested service level system information 
is received in the specific configuration. 

Nevertheless, Camille disclose "Internet Protocol Control Protocol request ... 
Internet Protocol Control Protocol message" (Camille column 4 lines 6-7 and 25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have the request comprises a specific 
configuration, and the requested service level system information is received in the 
specific configuration because of engineering design choice and because "the service 
level specification negotiation and the adaptation is performed in a more efficient way" 
(Camille column 1 lines 40-42). 

Regarding claim 8, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 2). In addition, Sundar discloses the request includes information 
regarding a first and second primary station; and the WTRU switches to the second 
primary station in response thereto ("FIG. 15 shows the case of the mobile station 310 
roaming from a WWAN 100 to WLAN 200 environment. The mobile station 310 senses 
the RF strength in the proximity of the WLAN and decides to start using the WLAN 
environment, thus initiating a registration request" [0080] and "when the mobile station 
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310 roams in the WLAN 200, it continues to sense the RF energy strength of the 
WWAN 100 and WLAN 200" [0069]). 

Regarding claim 9, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 8). In addition, Sundar discloses the first primary station is a UMTS 
system (WWAN 100, fig. 15) and the second primary station is a WLAN (WLAN 200, fig. 
15). 

Regarding claim 10, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 9). In addition, Sundar discloses the WTRU measures the strength of 
signals transmitted from the primary station and from the second primary station ("when 
the mobile station 310 roams in the WLAN 200, it continues to sense the RF energy 
strength of the WWAN 100 and WLAN 200" [0069]), and switches to said second station 
when the strength of the signal from the second station exceeds a predetermined signal 
strength level ("If it detects that the WLAN RF strength decreases below some threshold 
value and the WWAN strength is above a threshold value, it initiates a registration 
process with the macro (WWAN) network 100" [0069]). 

Regarding claim 11, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 8). In addition, Sundar discloses the primary station is a WLAN and 
the second primary station is a UMTS system ("FIG. 8 shows the movement of a mobile 
station 310 from a WLAN environment 200 to a WWAN environment 100. The mobile 
station 310 registers in the WWAN environment 100 as it roams from the WLAN 200 
into the WWAN. Likewise the appropriate handoff must be made as well. The mobile 
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station 310, using the network sensing method described above, infers that it needs to 
register with the WWAN environment" [0074]). 

3. Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sundar, Camille further in view of Rappaport et al. (US Patent No. 7,055,1 07 B1 
hereafter Rappaport). 

Regarding claim 3, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 2). However, Sundar, Camille fail to specifically disclose the specific 
configuration includes billing information. 

Nevertheless, Rappaport teaches "one or more parameters of the desirable 
configuration is billing information" (Rappaport et al. column 25 lines 49-57). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include billing information in the specific 
configuration because of engineering design choice and versatility of the information 
option. 

Regarding claim 4, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 2). However, Sundar, Camille fail to specifically disclose the specific 
configuration includes security information. 

Nevertheless, Rappaport teaches "one or more parameters of the desirable 
configuration is security" (Rappaport et al. column 25 line 49-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include security information in the specific 
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configuration because engineering design choice and versatility of the information 
option. 

4. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sundar, Camille in view of Ramos et al. (US Patent No. 7,072,663 B2 hereafter 
Ramos). 

Regarding claim 5, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 2). However, Sundar, Camille does not explicitly disclose the specific 
configuration includes service ability. 

Nevertheless, Ramos discloses "This configuration information should preferably 
include the cell capabilities. For example this would include information as to whether if 
a particular cell is supporting GPRS (general packet radio service) and/or EDGE (8-PSK 
modulation) in GSM" column 6, lines 31-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include service ability in the specific configuration 
because of engineering design choice and versatility of the information option. 

Regarding claim 6, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 2). However, Sundar, Camille does not explicitly disclose the specific 
configuration includes the congestion status of the system. 

Nevertheless, Ramos discloses "Current traffic load of the cell" column 5 line 15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include congestion status of the system in the 
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specific configuration because of engineering design choice and versatility of the 
information option. 

Regarding claim 7, Sundar, Camille disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 2). However, Sundar, Camille does not explicitly disclose the specific 
configuration includes the data rates supported by the system. 

Nevertheless, Ramos discloses "QoS requirements, such as a guaranteed 
throughput requirement should be taken into account when selecting the optimum cell. 
Throughput can be measured as number of bits (or data bits) transferred in one 
direction across a section per unit time (e.g. bps)" column 6 lines 57-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include data rates supported by the system of the 
system in the specific configuration because of engineering design choice and versatility 
of the information option. 

5. Claims 1 6-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ramos in view of Camille. 

Regarding Claim 16, Ramos discloses a method for enabling cell selection of 
preferred service areas (PSAs) (plurality of areas, Claim 36) by a wireless 
transmit/receive unit (WTRU) (user, Claim 36 and mobile station 2, Fig. 1) in a wireless 
local area network (WLAN) (network, Claim 36 and WLAN 14, Fig. 1). 

communicating with a first network ("user being assigned to at least one of said 
areas", Claim 36); 
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receiving information from the network ("receiving information identifying said 
plurality of candidate areas", Claim 36); 

detecting the WTRU's location ("information is collected as a function of user 
position", Claim 37); 

selecting a PSA based upon which PSAs the WTRU is permitted to access 
("estimating for each candidate area a parameter, said parameter assuming that said 
user is assigned to said candidate area; and prioritising said plurality of candidate areas 
which takes into account the estimated value of said parameter; wherein said area with 
which said user is associated is divided into a plurality of smaller areas and information 
relating to each of said smaller areas is used in said estimating and/or prioritising step", 
Claim 36); 

and attaching to the PSA and releasing WLAN ("the network has some other 
reasons for moving the mobile station to another cell, handover/cell reselection is 
required", see Column 4, Lines 27-29). 

However, Ramos does not explicitly disclose service level system information. 

Nevertheless, Camille discloses "In order to request a specific service level 
specification, the service level requesting means SL_R_M of the personal computer 
DTE sends an Internet Protocol Control Protocol request towards the network access 
server DRE for assigning another service level for sending data... Subsequently the 
service level negotiating and proposing means SL_NP_M hands the propose over to the 
service level proposal sending means SLP_R_M that in its turn sends an Internet 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/61 2,1 56 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2416 

Protocol Control Protocol message that contains the relevant parameters of the propose 
for the service level to the service level propose receiving means SLP_R_M of the data 
transmitting element DTE which receives the Internet Protocol Control Protocol propose 
for the service level" (Camille column 4 lines 4-29). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have service level system information because of 
engineering design choice and because "the service level specification negotiation and 
the adaptation is performed in a more efficient way" (Camille column 1 lines 40-42). 

Regarding Claim 17, Ramos, Camille discloses everything claimed as applied 
above (see Claim 16). In addition, Ramos discloses the PSA locations are stored within 
the WTRU ("having associated therewith a plurality of candidate areas to which the user 
may be assigned", Claim 36). 

6. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Camille 
in view of Sundar. 

Regarding Claim 18, Camille discloses a wireless transmit/receive unit (WTRU) 

(fig- 2). 

a transmitter configured to transmit a request for service level system information 
over a bidirectional internet protocol (IP) link ("In order to request a specific service level 
specification, the service level requesting means SL_R_M of the personal computer 
DTE sends an Internet Protocol Control Protocol request towards the network access 
server DRE for assigning another service level for sending data" column 4 lines 4-8). 
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a receiver configured to receive the requested service level system information 
over the bidirectional IP link ("Subsequently the service level negotiating and proposing 
means SL_NP_M hands the propose over to the service level proposal sending means 
SLP_R_M that in its turn sends an Internet Protocol Control Protocol message that 
contains the relevant parameters of the propose for the service level to the service level 
propose receiving means SLP_R_M of the data transmitting element DTE which 
receives the Internet Protocol Control Protocol propose for the service level" (Camille 
column 4 lines 22-29). 

However, Camille does not explicitly disclose a wireless transmit/receive unit 
(WTRU) and to allow service operation prior to network selection. 

Nevertheless, Sundar discloses an IP link 304, fig. 3 and "the macro network 300 
can send 502 information regarding the detection or discovery process to the mobile 
station 310 on a successful network registration" ([0068]); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have a wireless transmit/receive unit (WTRU) and 
to allow service operation prior to network selection because of engineering design 
choice and because "subscribers are adopting wireless telephony in increasingly large 
numbers" (Sundar [0005]). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTINE DUONG whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1664. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday: 830 AM-6 
PM EST with first Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Seema Rao can be reached on (571) 272-3174. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Seema S. Rao/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2416 

/Christine Duong/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2416 
03/09/2009 



